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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
1/23/2008 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 68-71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 68 fails to fall within a statutory category 
of invention. It is directed to the program code itself, not a process occurring as a result 
of executing the program code, a machine programmed to operate in accordance with 
the program code nor a manufacture structurally and functionally interconnected with 
the program code in a manner which enables the program to act as a computer 
component and realize its functionality. It's also clearly not directed to a composition of 
matter. Therefore it is non-statutory under 35 USC 101 . 

Claims 69-71 depend on claim 68. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 56-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Philipsson (US 2001/0007815) in view of Labun et al. (US 6,842,621). 

Referring to Claim 56, Philipsson teaches a method, comprising: 

detecting a RF-ID interrogation signal in a wireless communication terminal (see 
lines 3-4 of paragraph [0007]); 

responding to the RF-ID interrogation signal by transmitting a RF-ID response 
signal including identification information relating to a wireless short-range module of 
the terminal (see paragraphs [0020] and the last 3 lines of [0022]). 

Philipsson does not teach providing a notification signal to activate a processor in 
the wireless communication terminal, and in response to the notification signal, 
activating the processor to instruct a wireless short-range communication module in the 
wireless communication terminal to enter into a page scanning mode for detecting 
paging signals. Labun teaches providing a notification signal to activate a processor in 
the wireless communication terminal, and in response to the notification signal, 
activating the processor to instruct a wireless short-range communication module in the 
wireless communication terminal to enter into a page scanning mode for detecting 
paging signals (see col. 9, lines 30-34). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the teachings of 
Labun to said device of Philipsson in order for a user to be better informed of the status 
of a wireless communication terminal. 

Referring to Claim 62, Philipsson teaches an apparatus comprising: 

a processor 21 (fig. 2); 

a wireless short-range communication module configured to communicate over a 
wireless short-range communication connection (see lines 5-6 of paragraph [0019]); and 

a near field communication module configured to detect a RF-ID interrogation 
signal (see lines 3-4 of paragraph [0007]) and send a response signal including 
identification information relating to the wireless short-range communicant module in 
response to the RF-ID interrogation signal (see paragraphs [0020] and the last 3 lines of 
[0022]). 

Philipsson does not teach providing to the processor a notification of the 
presence of the RF-ID interrogation signal, and wherein the processor is configured to 
instruct the wireless short range-communication module to enter into a page scanning 
mode for detecting paging signals to establish a wireless short-range communication 
connection in response to receiving the notification from the near field communication 
module. Labun teaches providing to the processor a notification of the presence of the 
RF-ID interrogation signal, and wherein the processor is configured to instruct the 
wireless short range-communication module to enter into a page scanning mode for 
detecting paging signals to establish a wireless short-range communication connection 
in response to receiving the notification from the near field communication module (see 
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col. 9, lines 30-34). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to provide the teachings of Labun to said device 
of Philipsson in order for a user to be better informed of the status of a wireless 
communication terminal. 

Referring to Claims 57 and 63, Philipsson also teaches including in the RF-ID 
response signal at least a unique Bluetooth identification number of the wireless short- 
range communication module (see paragraph [0016]). 

Referring to Claims 58 and 64, Philipsson also teaches including in the RF-ID 
response signal a Bluetooth serial number and Bluetooth Clock Offset information of the 
wireless short-range communication module (see paragraph [0016]). 

Referring to Claims 59 and 65, Labun also teaches entering info a Bluetooth 
page scan mode after detecting the interrogation signal (see col. 9, lines 30-34). 

Referring to Claims 60 and 66, Philipsson also teaches receiving a paging signal 
as an initial signal to activate the wireless short-range communication module (see 
paragraph [0022]). 

Referring to Claims 61 and 67, Philipsson also teaches skipping an inquiry stage 
(paragraph [0020]) and initiating a shortened set up upon receiving a paging signal (see 
paragraph [0025]). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 1 -8, 1 6-1 9, and 72-74 are allowed. 



Application/Control Number: 10/804,081 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2618 

Regarding Claim 1, Philipsson and Labun do not teach, alone nor in combination, 
the combination of: 

Using a notification for setting a short-range communication module in the 
second terminal into a page scanning mode for detecting paging signals directed to the 
second terminal; 

responding to an RF-ID interrogation signal by transmitting a RF-ID response 
signal to the first terminal including identification information relating to the short-range 
communication module of the second terminal; 

processing the received RF-ID response signal by the first terminal to activate a 
short-range communication module in the first terminal to initiate a shortened session 
setup by skipping the inquiry mode; transmitting a short-range paging signal directed to 
the second terminal based on information of the received RF-ID response signal and 
entering a page mode to establish a short-range connection with the second terminal; 
and 

detecting the paging signal by the short range communication module in the 
second terminal for immediate establishment of a short range connection between the 
first and second terminals by skipping the inquiry mode. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 1/23/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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The applicant argues that the Labun reference does not teach "providing a 
notification signal to activate a processor in the wireless communication terminal, and in 
response to the notification signal, activating the processor to instruct a wireless short- 
range communication module in the wireless communication terminal to enter into a 
page scanning mode for detecting paging signals". The applicant further argues that 
"applicants describe a RF-ID operation between a reader and a wireless communication 
terminal (tag), wherein the tag provides an internal signal to a processor, in response to 
an interrogation signal, to place a wireless communication module within the terminal in 
a page scan mode via a terminal control circuit". Firstly, there is no indication in the 
claims that the wireless communication terminal is a tag, nor is there any indication in 
the claims that the other device is a reader. Therefore, the "wireless communication 
module" can be read on as a mobile telephone, which is taught by Labun. Since the 
claims do not specifically define the wireless communication module as a tag, the Labun 
reference can properly be combined with the Phillipsson in order to teach the limitation 
of a wireless device entering a page scan mode in response to a notification signal. 

Furthermore, there is no indication in the claims that the signal between the 
"processor" and the "wireless communication module" is internal. Even if that were the 
case however, it is obvious to one skilled in the art that the processor of any wireless 
terminal, including tags and readers, is what performs any operation of the wireless 
device, including entering the device into the page scan mode. If the mobile device in 
Labun did not have a processor, it would not operate at all. Therefore, the examiner 
believes that by showing that the Labun reference teaches entering into a page scan 
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mode in response to a notification signal, the rest of the limitation, including what is sent 
and received by the processor, is obvious since the processor is usually the brain of any 
wireless device. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to EUGENE YUN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7860. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew D. Anderson can be reached on (571)272-4177. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Eugene Yun 
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